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LYME LAND CONSERVATION

TRUST, INC.

V.

BEVERLY PLATNER

APPELLATE COURT

STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DECEMBER 11, 2017

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR TRANSFER TO THE SUPREME COURT

In accordance with Practice Book § 65-2, the plaintiff, Lyme Land Conservation

Trust, Inc., nnoves that the above captioned matter be transferred from the Appellate

Court docket to the Supreme Court docket for the reasons set forth herein.

1. Brief History

On a prior appeal from the trial court (Koletsky, J.T.R.), the Supreme court

found that the trial court properly interpreted a conservation restriction ("Declaration")

held by the plaintiff in multiple respects. The Supreme Court held that "[t]he restoration

plan ordered by the court was authorized by the declaration as well as by General

Statutes §§ 47-42C and 52-560a, and was predicated on factual findings having

adequate evidentiary support." Lvme Land Conservation Trust. Inc. v. Platner. 325 Conn.

737, 752 (2017) ("Lyme Land 1"). The court issued a narrow remand directing the trial

court to hold further proceedings for a "recalculation of attorney's fees and damages."

Thereafter, the defendant filed a Motion for Reconsideration with the Supreme Court

regarding the Restoration Plan and the Motion was denied.

At the remand hearing, the trial court denied the defendant's Motion for

Disqualification, Motion to Open the Judgment, a motion defendant labeled "Motion to

Allow Evidence and Argument Regarding Assessment of Damages Pursuant to Conn.
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